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. ipotentiary of. the United States, to reprefent to
the Britifi governmeat the figndl aggreflion which
hag been committed :oti‘their fovereignty and their
flags and to require the fatisfaction dile for it’; indulg-
ing the expeflation that bis Britannic ma]r(}y.wuund
at onge perceive it to te the trucflt magnaninity, as
well 28 the Rrictelt jultice, to offer that prampt and

expiition of an acknowledged wrong” which

This expedtation was confidered as npt ‘only . ho-
nourable to the [entiments of his ‘majefty,-but was
fupported by knswn éxamples; i which, Leing the
cowplaining paity, hé'had required and obtaincd, as a

“preliminary to any counter complaints, whatever, a

precife replacement of things, in every practicable
circumfance, In their pre-exiiting fituation. s
Tnus in the year 1764, Dermudiaus and ather
Britith {ubjeéts,.who had according to annual cuitom,
tuken poffeffion of Turk’s-Ifland *for the fealon of
making fale, having been forcibly removed with their
vefels and effeéts by a French detachment from the
I0and of St. Domingo, to which Turk's-Ifland was
calleged to be an appertenance, the Britith ambalﬁf.
dor at Paris, in purfuance of inﬂru-&ions from l.ns
government, demanded, as a (atisfaction for the vio-
lence Lommitted, that‘the proceedings fhould be difa-
vowed, the intention ot acquiring Turk’s-Ifland dif
claiined, orders given for the innediate abandonment
of it on the part of the French, every thing reftored
to the condition in whic! it was at the time of the
aggrellion, and reparation made of the damages
which any Britifh fubjeéts fhould be found to have
fultained, according to an eRimation to be fettled be-
gtween the governors of St. Domingo and Jamaica.

7 _A compliance with the whole of this demand was the

“refult, )

Again :2<In the year 1789, certain Englith mer-
chants hav'mg' opened a trade at Nootka ‘Sound, on
the north-welt-coalt of America, and attempted a Tet-
tlement at that piace, the Spaniards, who had long
claimed that part of the world as their exclufive pro-
pesty, dilpatched a frigate from Mexico, which cap-
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nith government was the firt _to complain in _this

—=-tife, of the intrufions committed by the Britith mer-

chants. The Britilh government, however, demand-
ed that the velfels taken by the Spanifh frigate fhould
be reftored, and adequate fatisfaction granted, previ-
cus to aay other discussion.

This demand prevailed; the Spanifh government
agreeing to make tull reltoration of the captured vel-
fels, and to indemnify the parties interefled in them
for the loffes fuftained. They reftored aifo the
buildings and tradls of land, of which the Britith fuh.
jefts had been difpoffeffeds  The Britith, however,
{oon qave a proof of the little value they [et on the
poffeffisn, by a voluntary dereliction, under which it
kas {ince remained,

The cale which will be noted laft, though of a date
prior to the cale of Nootka Sound, is that of Falk-
land's Iflands.  Thefe iflands lie about 100 leagues
eaftward of the Straits of Magellan, The title to
them had been a tubject of contraverly damong feve-
ral “of the wariiime nations of Europe. From the
pofition of the iflands, and other circumilances, the
pretenfion of Spuin bore an advantageous comparifon
with thofe of her competitors, In the year 1770,
the Britith took poff-flion of Port Egmont, in one of
the iflands ; the Spaniards being at the time in pof.
feffion of another part, and protefting againfl a fewtfe-

-~ment.byzthe Biitilf.—The protslt _bring-withouref.

f=&t, fhups ahd truops were fent from Buesnns Ayresy
by the governor of that place, which forcibly Jifpof-
feffed and drove off the Britith fettlers, ‘

The Britiff government locking eutirely “to the
difpofizflion by force, demanded as a fpecific cogdi-
tion of prefetviug harmony between the two courts,
not only the difavowal of the Spanith proceedings ;
but that the affairs of that fectlement fliould be im.
mediately reftored to the precile ftate in which they
were previous to the aét of difpofleflion.  The Spa-

Cnifh government made fome difficulties ; requiring
particularly a difavowal on the part of Great-Britain,
of the condu@ of her officer at Falkland’s Iflands,
which, it was alleged, gave occaflion to the fteps
taken by the Spanifh governor ; and propofing an ad-
juftment by mutual ftipulation in the ordinary form.

The reply was, that the moderation of his Britan.
nic majefty having limitted his demand to the finalleft
reparation he cauld'accept for theinjury done, nothing
was left for difcuflion but the mode of carrying the
difavowal and reftitution into execution ; reparation
losing its vajue if it be conditional, aond to be obtain.
ed by any ftipulation whatever from the party injured,

The Spanilh government yieldeds The violent
praceedings of its officers were difaypwed. The fort,

the port, and everything clfe wcrcyagrccd to be im. -

mediately reftored to the precife (ituation which had
been: difturbed ;.and the duplicates of orders iffued for

<% -~thepurpofl€ t6 the Spanifth officers, were delivered in-
" tothe hands of one of the Britifh principal fecretaries

of  ftat¢,” -Here again it is to be remarked that {atf-

<25 fdion baving been made tor the forcible difpoffeflion, honour ; it oeing impofhi
s the iflands loft their importance in the eyes of the

T "Brisith government, were in a thort time finally eva.

part of them in the hands of Spain,

Copld firgnger pledges have been given, than are
here foundy?that an honourable and inftant reparation
would be'riisde. in a cafey differing no otherwile from
.thofe recited thap as it furnifhed o the fame monarch
of agreat pation, an opportunity to prove that adper-*
ing always €& tlig fame immugable principle, he was as
ready to doright to-othets, a¢ to require it for himlelf;
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" .R’c,tytfn;mg" to the inftruflions giventa g'm%minglu_
plenipotentiary of the U States at Londod, I am to
“obferve that the prefident thought it jult and expedicnt
to'inferts as a neceflary ingredient in the a?uﬂmc_nt
of the outrage committed on the American {rigate, 2
Tecurity againft the future pradtice of theBritilth naval
commauders, in imprefling from merchant veflels gf
the United States on the high feas, fuch of their

fubjects,

td ré-eMabli and improve, bath in, fack-and in'- crews as they might underrake-to denominare Britith #right to dealde.op-ie?
. Tecling, the ftate ofz{lifl.x;gx which it had violated.s N * 5

To thi¢ aMlociation of the two fubje@s, the prcﬁ'-‘

dent was determined, firlt, by his regarding both as
refting on kindred principles, the immunity of private
fhips, with the known exceptions made by the laws c_)f
nations, being as well eftablifhed as that of pulﬂ.lc
fhips g.and there being no pretext for including in
thefe exceptions the impreffment (if it could be freed
fiom its enormous and notosious: abufes) of the fub-

_ jects of a belligerent, by the officers of that bellige-
rent.  The rights of a belligerent againtt the fhips of
a neutral nation, accrue merely from the relation of
the neutral to the other belligerent, as.in conveying
tovhim contraband of war, or in fupplying a bleckau-
ed port. . @ &

The claim of a belligerent to fearch for and [leize
on board neutral veflels on the high feas, perfons un-
der his allegiance, does not therefore reft on any bel-
ligerent right uhder the law of nations, but on a pre-
rogative derived from municipal law ; and involves
the extravagant fuppofition, that one nation bas a
right to exccute at all times and in all cafes, its mo-
nicipal laws and regulations, ‘on board the f(hips of a:
nother nation, not being within its territorial Tlimits,

The prefident was led to the fame determination
2dly, by bis defire of convertiog a particular inci-
denty into an occalion for removing another and more
extenlive fouice ot danger to the harmony ot the
two countries : and 3dly, by his perfuation that the
liberality of the propoiitions adthorifed with this view,
would not fail to induce the ready concurrence of his
Britannic majefty ; and thdt the more extenfive
fource o7 irrtation and perplexity being removed, a
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fuch would have been the tendency of the mode for
which he-had provided;—md e €annot therefore but
regret that the door wits fhut againft the experiment,
by the peremptory refulal of Mr. Canning to admit
it into difcuffion, even in the moft informal manner,
as was {uggefted by Mr. Monroa. .

The prefidens felt the greater regret, asthe ftep he
‘had taken towards a more enlarged and lafting ac-
commodation became thus a bar to the adjuftment of
the particular and recent aggreflion which had been
committed againft the U. States: He found how-
ever an alleviation, In the fignified purpofe of his
Britannic majefty, to charge with this adjuftment a
fpecial miflion to the U. States, which, reftricted as
it was, feemed to indicate a difpofition frois which a
liberal and conciliatory arrangment of one great ob
ject at lealt might be confidently expected.

In this confidence, your arrival was awaited with
eyery friendly {olicitude ; and otr firft interview hav-
ing opened the way, by an acquiefcence in the fepa-
ration of the two cales infifted on by his Britannic
majelty, wotwithftanding the ftrong grounds on which
they had been united by the prefident, it was not to
be doubted that a tender of the fatisfaétion claimed:
by the United States, for a diftinguifhed and an ac-
knowledged infult, by one of his officers, would im-
mediately follow, )
~—1v was not, "therefore; witl

prize, that the error of this expedtation was difco:
vereds  Tnflead of the fatisfacion due from the oris
ginal aggreflor, it was announced that the firft fep
towards the adjuftment muft proceed from the party
injured ; and your letter now before me, formally
repeats that as long as the proclamation of the prefi-
dent, which iffued on the 2d July, 1807, fhall be in
force, it will be an inluperable obflacle to a negotia-
tion, even on the fubjet of the aggreflion which
preceded it ; in other words, that the proclamation
muft be put out of force, before an adjuftment of
the aggreflion can be taken into ditcuflion.

In explaining the grounds ot this extraordinary
demand, it is alleged to be fupported by the con-
fideration that the proceeding and pretenfion of the
offending officer has been difavowed : that gene-
ral affurances are given of a difpafition and intention
in his Britannic majefty to make fatisfaction : that a
{pecial minifter was difpatched with promptitude for
the purpole of carrying into effect this difpofition,
and that you have a perfonal convi@ion that the par.
ticular terms, which you are not at liberty previoufly
to difclof2, will be deemed by ghe U. States fatisfac-
tory. )

i With retpe@ to the difavowal, it would be unjuft
\not:to regard it as a proof of candour and amity to-
wards the U, States, and as fome prefage of the vo-
luntary reparation which it implied to be. dues But
the difavowal ran be the lefs confounded with the
reparation itlelf ; fiuce it was fufficiently required by
the refpe@® which Great-Britain owed to her own
ble that an enhghtened , go-
vernment, had hoftility been meditated, would’ have

¥ , commenced it in fuch a manner, and in the midft of
cuated, and Port Egmont remaing with every othery '

Texilting profeflions of peace and friendfhip.  She
owed ital{o to confiftency with a difavowal o1 u for.
mer occafion, in which the pretnfion had /been en.
forced by a Byjtith fquadron, agaiuft the flogp of war
‘Baltimore, bcénging to the U, States; and” finally
%o the intereft which Great.Britain has, more than

any ‘other nation, in difclaiming a principle which
. would expolé her fuperior numberof fhips of war,
to fo many indignities from inferigr vavids, .

« o

oo . hasctaken place,-nor any-fuchfecurity for-
ithout a“very painful fur.

WHigh €ouldsbe altuficd” for it
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* . As little can the grueral Jfy; o
would be made, clai‘fﬁ a retuen 1"}?::‘“113’
fgllovﬁ3thcl§b ual reparatinn o ol
mount to ecthan a dipolitions:

~mile, .to d&lwhat the angrH’orp?in?y 3 iaiy
ment of his_dbligation) . They h'do"-;n"‘,:m ! Wi
a'difpofition to do what may. he. f-mi‘hf'“" by

“injured party, who caunot hdfesicl, Ll

~Inditpatching a Tpl.'(':i?_lﬂmiﬁf the pir g
adjulting the difference, the Unigd\'éc"g"ﬁh
cheertully to acknowlc'dgc all the pfoé‘f i: ; \,‘
the'part of his Brhannig majelty, of hi ifﬁ‘"d‘_ L)
towards them, and of his reéfpedt for ",c!:cf'.“l‘fx
S But whilit they could. not under any - cir nerds 4

allow to the mealure more than a cc”ai“(‘%m(}n

on in an honourable separation, it is to bcl:dru".'r‘=
that the avowed “and primaiy obje & of ‘h“d'fx

was to fu_bﬂitu:c for the more exteuded a;' Vil

propofcd by the United States, at Londari ll“? ;

Eix;tn of t:ixe fubects, as preferred by piy B""al‘n;(

Jefty, and you weli know; fir, b e
was accomgliﬁ)cd. o f\.slly. " o

With refped to the petfonal convidtjon
have expreffed, that she terms which you
difclofe, would be-futisfalory to the United Stare s

is incumbent on me todbfeive, that with (h,‘[a.;.:;ﬂ
refpeét for your judgment, and the m.( p(,fﬁf'.f"'
fidence in your {incerity, an infuperable rb .
manifeftly lics, to the accepturce of zperfufthi
unexplained opinion, in place of a difclofyre. o -
wolild enable this government to exerci'e ;;5;»
judgment, in a cale affedting fo effentiatly it h.m‘.i-
aud its rightsi  Such.a courfle of proceedion | “%
Be without example 3 and there can qu,}f;u,é- '
faying that one will never be afforded by a .;,:
ment whicly setpe@s itfelf as much a5 y(uf: 'U.az“
does ; and therefore can never bereafunably e, i(i
from one which relpects itfelf as much as t)hi, 'h‘.';,'
right to dos ; ;

L torbear, {ir, to enlarge on the intriuge inceg.
gruity of the expedient propofed.” But I meilbe ;.
d' M- 5 ..
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compliznce might involve the prefident, th there’
—are-lr-thedetterof-Mro ¥y EOMMmunKa gy
Mr. Munroe the ipecial miflion to the UnitedSunc,
pregnant indications that other queltions aid eeris
ons way have been contemplated, which tcu\db&i
found utterly irrcconci‘lcablc with the fentimeny
this nation. 4

If ncither any nor all of thele confiderations ¢
fultain the prelimivary demand made in JOUT (omme
nication, it remains o be feen whether fuch 2 &
mand refts with greater advantage on the moie precly
ground on which you finally feem to place it,

The proclamation is confidered as a hoftile meafit,
and a difcontinuance of it, as due to the difcontise
ance of the aggreflion which led to it,

It has been fufficiently fhewn that the proclazaie
ony as appears on the face of it, wae preduced bya
train of occurrentes terminating in the attack onthe
American frigate, and not by this laft alone, Toa
demand, therefore, that the proclamation be reveld,
it would be perfedly fair to oppofe a demard tht
redrefs be firlt given for the numerous imegulariis
which preceded the aggreflion on the American fie
gate, as well as for this particular aggrefinn, »d
that effetual contral be interpoled againt repettic
ons of them, And as no {uch redrefs has beengiva
for the paft, notwithftanding the lapfe of time which

2ok rm

notwithftauding the undiminifhed reafonablendh
it, it follows, that a continuance of the proclantiy
would be confiftent with an entire difcontinuasct of
oue only of the occurrences from which it proctedets
Rut it is not neceffary ta avail the argument of
this view of the cafe, although of itfell entirely ccee
clufive.. Had the proclamation been founded on the
fingle aggreflion committed on the Chefapeake, wd,
were it admitted that the difcontinuance of that ?i‘
greflion merely, gave a claim to the difcontinusbée,
of the proclamation, the claim woud be defeated, by
the inconteftable faf®, ihat that aggrefﬁnn }ms l\j
been difcontinued, 1t has vever ceafed to exift;
is in exiftence at this moment, - Need I remind jou,
fir, that the feizure and afportation of the feamtn
belonging to the crew of the Chefapeake tmcr'cdﬁ-
to the very effence of that aggreflion ; that withi
exception of the vi®im to a trial, forbidden by te
moft folenn confiderazions, and greatly aggravitshy
the guilt of its author, the feamen in quellicR “;
{till retained, and canfequently that the zgg"m‘i“’d
in 1o other refpect, is by tlat ad alone contiskt
and in force ? : vt .
If the views which have been taken,pf the fubjed
have the jultnels which they claim,

;hgy will hl‘l‘.
fhewn that on no ground whatever can an apnoieet
of the proclamatian of July 2d, be rtfﬂh)“l‘."Y "ql:;':'
ed, as a preliminary to the negotiation with “”J
you are charged. -On the contearys it clearipsé =
from a recurrence to the caufeg.and object oflhcpﬁ-r
clamation, that;as was at ficft intimated, the firon "
fan&ions of Great-Britain heefelf, won"‘d (WWUI!
demand, that previous uf‘i\,'d'rfcumr'n of the p"’;}

'

mation dug fatisfa&tion Mpuld be made 9 tth: df
States ; that this fét’isfnﬂid'n‘%llghl to X4 "‘a:
the wrongs which pieceded and P"‘d\‘is‘{“ha-t" x:‘\
and that even, lithitting the merits of the ”‘ﬂfogom
the ﬁnglc ref®ian_of the prnflaﬂ'?“i“’“ 10 th?f"\ e
comimitted if the altack pu: the America ‘ﬂf %
and deciding the qgeftign qn, the P""‘."p!c‘thj'(wdu':
continuzfce oftlig larter tequired-of right 3 alm it
nuaffte of thd fArner, -pothing appears that €L
“leave:fuchia prelingnary defjfite of every fond
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